





‘Vol. 2. 


fumb 39 


THE 


REHEARSAL. 


1. The Queries put by the Review. Whether Q. Anne is Head of the Charch? 


2, His Revolution-Charch of England. 
. Of Revolution Principles. 


4. OF Submitting to Church Eftablifbments, 
5. The Bifbops in Scotland did not Refajfe the Oaths. 
6. They Pray for the Queen as Head of the Church, as much as the Krk 


do’s. 


a. The Review’s Vindication of his Dry and Wet Martyrdom. How K. Char. x. 


was a Martyr. 


8..He Charges the Martyrdom of K. Jam. 2. upon the High-Fhers. But Can- 


not Name Onze. 


g. What Part the Clergy had in the Revolution. 
10. All the Revolutioners were not Saints, or wou'd be Guided by the Clergy. 
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Country-man. OU promis’d in your 
y laft, Mafter, to Ane! 


{wer the Terrible 
Queries which the Review of the 1oth 
Inftant puts to you. He thinks he has 
you Sure, and fays he waits with Jmpati- 
ence for your Reply. If you fhou’d flip 
them, or Forget,no Doubt he'll be upon 
you. Therefor I will put them to you, 
and Return your Anfwers to the Review. 


(1.) He is much Difturb’d that you fhou’d 
fpeak of an Union betwixt the Bifhops of 
England and Scotland. For this wou'd 
ftrengthen Epi/copacy in the Now United 
Kingdom. Therefor he Asks what you mean 
by the Charch of England Bifhops? whether 
that Part of the Church of England which owns 
Queen ANNE as Supream Head? 

Rehearf. Tell him IJ know no fuch Church, 
or any Part-of it. Queen Elizabeth gave 
up that Title of Head: of the Charch. Nor 
has Q. Anne or any other Since Refum’d 
it that I know of. 


(2.) Country-m. He asks if you mean The 
Revolution Church of England ? 
Rehearf. This is a HorribleScandal both up- 
onthe Church and the Revolution. For did the 
Revolution make a New Church? Whatis then 
beceme of the Old? Did not the Prince of O- 
vange Declare that he came over hither to Pre- 
ferve our Church? And have we not given him 
a Great Deal of Thanks for it ? And after 
all is it a Revolution. Church? Then it is 


None of that was before the Revolution ! | 
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Revolution Kirk. But is i¢ not very Impu- 
dent to call the Church of England a Re- 
volution Church? 

(3.) Country-m. He means a Church of Re« 
volution Prineiples. 

Rebearf. This is upon the Revolution again £ 
Fer were ther no Principles before the Re- 
volution? Or did the Revolution make a Set 
of Principles for it Self? What elfe can he 
mean by Revolution Principles ? This has been 
a mighty Word of late, Men of Revolution 
Principles! But it Cuts the Grafs under their 
own Feet, and is a perfect Reproach upon 
the Revolution. 

(4.) Country-m. He asks, How can the Scots 
Bifhops be Reckon’d a Part of that Church, wher 
they all Refufe to take the Oaths to her (the 
Queen) 4s Supream Head, or Submit to her 
Eftablifhment 2 

Rebearf. If he means the Effablifhment of 
the Church of England, the Scots Bifhops did 
always own it, and many of them were Con- 
fecrated in England, and by Englifo Bifhops. 
If he means the Effablifhment of the Kirk, 
that is not to be Charg’d upon her AZaje- 
fty- She found that Done to her Hand. But 
do it who will, why may not Bifhops Re- 
fufe to Submit to a Presbyterian Eftabls{hment, 
as well as the Presbyterians and other Diffen- 
ters here Refufeé to Submit to Epi/copacy, 
tho Eftablif’d by Law? And how does this 
hinder the Scots Bifhops to be One with the 
Englifo Bifsops now upon the Union ? 


(5.) But he fays the Scots Bifhops Refufe 
to take the Oaths to the Queen as Smpream 


The Kirk in Scotland tay well be Call’d a | Head of the Church. So do the Englifa Bifhops 
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too, for none of them have taken any fuch 
Gath, that lever heard of. 

oreover, the Scots Bifhops were all De- 
priv’d, and Epifcopacy it felf -Abolifw'd in 
Scotland, before any Oaths were Impos’d. 
So that whatever their Jnclinations may be, 
this was never put to thé Teft. How juft 
is it then in the Review (who has been 
fe long in Scorland, and“muft know this 
full well) to call thefe Non-jurane Bifhops, 
and to upbraid them as fuch? 


(6.) Country-m. He fays, They do not Pray 
for her (the Queen) as Sipream Head of 
the Church in their Religious Exercifes. 

Rehearf. 1 never heard her fo Pray’d for. 
Vm fare ther are no fuch Prayers in: our 
Liturgy. Did Mr. De Foe when he was in 
Scotland heat her fo Pray’d for by the Kirk? 
Do they own her as Supream Head of their 
Kirk? Or do any of the Dffenters in En- 
gland own her as fuch?. Yet how Gravely 
do they make it an Objeétion againft the 
Church of Englaud, that they do not Pray 
for her as fuch? Formerly they objected 
it againft the Church of England, that She 
made the. King (or Queen) Head of the 
Church. And now they Objec? that She do’s 
not! They have her both ways! Let her 
do what fhe will, they'll have Ob;eétions a- 
gainft her! 

Country-m. He'll frame his Queries better 
next time, that you may not get over 
them fo Eafily / 


(7.) And now, Adaffer, he comes to An- 
{wer a Quwerie of yours, that Choak-Pear 
Querie about the Dry and Wet Martyrdom! 
And this he has dohe Abfolutely and Fully 
and Clearly laft Saturday the 14th Inftant. 
And fays the Comparifon he made betwixt 
K. Char. I. and K. Fam. Il. was not as to 
the Greatnefs of their Safferings but who 
each Perfon Suffer’d by. And this (fays he) 
is the true End of the Comparifon. 

Rehearf. Sufferings are Sufferings, come 
from whom they will. But the Caufe of 
the Swffering is that which makes it Mar- 
tyrdom. Now K. Char. 1. is call’d a Mar- 
tyr, becaufe he Suffer’d in Afferting the 
Truth of God, both as to Charch and State. 
He wou’d not Confent to the 4# for A- 
bolition of Epifcopacy, therefor he Dy’d. He 
Deny’d any Coercion over the King, by the 
Laws of God, as well as of the Nation. And 
both thefe was the Caufe of God, it was 
Afferting His Supremacy, and that all -Ax- 
thority, as well Ecclefiaftical as Temporal, was 
Deriv’d from Him alone. Now the Review 
is Defir’d to fhew in which of thefe Re- 
fpe&s, or in what other, K. Fam. Il. was 
a Martyr. And how his Dry-Martyrdom did 
Exceed the Wet-Martyrdom of his Father. 
For that is his Comparifon. 


(8.) Country-m. You come too Clefe with 
him. But pray, Adsaffer, go with him a lit- 
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| men will be pleas’'d to Examin how th 


tle in his own way. And let us 
cach Perfon Suffer’d by, for fo he wil} have 


fee wi)» 
it- He fays, If the HIGH-FLYING Gentle 

King Fames into the Miferies he Suffer e 
tray’d hina in them, and took up Ams 4, cnt 
him for them, they will find fome Reafon . ie 
that ther was fomething more than Rebellion .? 
their Treachery, and formething worfe than Dees 
in his Suffering. 

Rehearf. Will it not. be. Reafonable here 
to Defire the Review to Name any one of 
the High-Fliers who lie under this Heay 
Charge ? And if he cannot Name One aa 
whom muft all this’ Light? Was he— 
a Aigh-Flier? Was——— or—— or—_) 
who then were the Aigh-Flyers? , 


(9.) Countryem. He puts it all upon the 
Clergy, their Preaching up Pafive Obedience 
which made him Tru to them. ; 

Rebearf. And which of them did Berra 
him? Which of them took Arms apaint 
him? He has free leave to Name them. } 
never heard of above three or four of the 
Clergy who were fo much 2s Sufpefted to 
be in the Secree of the Revolution. And 
far the Greateft Number of the Prefent 
Clergy were then too Young to be in any 
fuch Defigns; So that Pm afraid not only 
the High-Flyers, but. the whole Body of the 
Clergy (at lealt fewer Exceptions among 
them, than among any other Body of Men 
whatfoever) muft be Content to fit down 
fhort of having any Share in the Glory of 
the Revolution! This Honour belongs to 0- 
thers 


(10s) Conntry-m. But the Clergy Preaching 
fo much of Pafive Obedience made the King 
truft that thofe Others woud not Betray 
him, or take Arms againft him. 

Rehearf. He had little Reafon to Trut 
to that, when he faw that all their Preach. 
ing cou’d not keep thofe Orhers from other 
Vices, tho’ own’d by themfelves to be fuch. 
For all the Revolutioners were not Saints. 


ADVERTISEMENT: 
Juft Publith’d. 


d t ~ 
H yapis Accesea 

II. sim, 1. 9. That is, 
HE Holy Spirit the Author of Immortality, or Inm- 
mortality a Peculiar Grace of the Gofpel, no Na- 
tural Ingredient ofthe Soul ; proved from the holy Scrip- 
tures, and Fathers againft Mr. Clark’s bold Affertioa of 
the Soul’s Natural Immortality, againft Scripture, the 
Doétrine of the Church in the pureft, and moft Primi- 
tive Ages of it, and reafon guided (as it ought to be) 
by the word of God. Wherein the holy Fathers, and 


reprefentations, and it is folidly proved, that he hath 
not one fentence of the Fathers, or one Text of Scrip- 
ture on his fide ; being a Vindication of Mr. Dodwell’s 





Epiftolary Difcourfe from all the Afperfions of rhe 
forefaid pretended Anfwer. With fome Animadverfi- 
ons on Mr. Chifbul and Dr. Whitby. By a Presbyter 
of the Church of England. 
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moit Sacred Scriptures, are refcued from his plain mif-" 








